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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is in response to application 10689163 filed on 10/20/2003. 
Claims 1- 15 are pending. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 1-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 

20030167265 (hereinafter Cory) in view of US 20020133510 (hereinafter Lau). 



As for claim 1 Cory discloses: generating, in a hierarchical database, a plurality 
of area checklists in the form of documents (See paragraph 0294 note: boxes for 
sensitivity variables), each area checklist having at least one input field, and entering 
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data into said input field; accessing the relational database, and performing said risk 
analysis on the data exported to said relational database (See paragraph 0294 note: 
optimization run), and outputting risk analysis results for said project (See paragraph 
0295 note: the three dimensional plot). 

While Cory does not differ substantially from the claimed invention the disclosure 
of exporting the data from the hierarchical database to a relational database is not 
necessarily explicit. Lau however does explicitly disclose exporting the data from the 
hierarchical database to a relational database (See paragraph 0008). It would have 
been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill in the pertinent art to have incorporated the 
teaching of Lau into the system of Cory in order to export the data from the hierarchical 
database to a relational database. The modification would have been obvious because 
relational databases provide many benefits by their very structure (showing object 
relationships) and exporting the data from one type of database to another save the 
time of having to map objects or records (See Lau paragraph 0002). 

As for claim 2 the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and further Cory discloses: 
wherein each area checklist has an initial first status and a second status (See 
paragraph 0294note: you input the different limits but there are defaults as disclosed in 
0296), the method further comprising: generating, in said hierarchical database, a 
master checklist for the plurality of area checklists, said master checklist being in the 
form of a document and having an initial first status and a second status (See 
paragraph 0294 and 0295 note: there is a master document that list all the different 
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variables it has a status bar and then all the individuals variables have a status bar), 
changing the initial first status of each area checklist to the second status of each area 
checklist when the data has been entered into the input fields of each area checklist 1 , 
and changing the initial first status of the master checklist to the second status of the 
master checklist when all area checklists have been changed to their second status 
(See paragraph 0295 the individual status bars all become complete then the master 
status bar becomes complete). 

As for claim 3 the rejection of claim 2 is incorporated, and further Corey 
discloses: resetting the second status of the master checklist to the initial first status of 
the master checklist (See paragraph 0066 not: when you re-run the status bar is reset); 
Selecting at least one area checklist to be edited; resetting the second status of each 
selected area checklist to the initial first status of each selected area checklist; and 
editing the data in the input fields of each selected area checklist (See paragraphs 0066 
and 0295 note: you can recall old runs and change variables which will change the 
status bar and the optimization module can be run again). 

As for claim 4 the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and further Corey 
discloses: providing access to at least a first risk analysis routine and a second risk 
analysis routine (See paragraph 0063); performing said risk analysis by means of said 
first risk analysis routine and said second risk analysis routine 1 , and outputting 
graphically the risk analysis results (See paragraph 0069). 
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As for claim 5 the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and further Corey 
discloses: wherein the export of the data from the hierarchical database to the relational 
database, and performance of the risk analysis are conducted one of (i) periodically 
and automatically, and (ii) upon request (See paragraph 0145 and Figure 40 this 
determines if the user starts the analysis encoding methods and processes). 

As for claim 6 the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and further Corey 
discloses: selecting a project portfolio comprising at least two of said plurality of area 
checklists (See paragraph 0066 note: once process is ran results and data are saved 
and you can open that saved document(s)); accessing the data which belongs to the 
selected area checklists of said project portfolio (See paragraphs 0066 and 0295 note: 
you can edit the information and run the process again); performing a further risk 
analysis on the data which belongs to the selected area checklists of said project 
portfolio; and outputting risk analysis results of said project portfolio (See paragraph 
0063 and 0066). 

Claims 7-9 are computer system claims corresponding to method claims 1-3, and 
are thus rejected for the same reasons as set forth in the rejection of claims 1-3. 

Claims 10-14 are computer program claims corresponding to method claims 
1,5,2,3,4 respectively, and are thus rejected for the same reasons as set forth in the 
rejection of claims 1,5,2,3,4. 
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As for claim 15 the rejection of claim 10 is incorporated, and further Corey 
discloses: wherein the computer program is stored on a digital storage medium selected 
from computer diskettes, CD-ROM'S and semiconductor computer chips (See 
paragraph 0217). 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Leon J. Harper whose telephone number is 571-272- 
0759. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30AM - 4:00Pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain T. Alam can be reached on 571-272-3978. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Leon J. Harper 
May 19, 2006 




